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UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 95-7053

BENJAM N HENDERSON JONES,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

Ver sus

J. SARGENT REYNOLDS COMMUNITY COLLEGE, its
Teachers, O ficers, Agent s, At t or neys,
Proxi es, Enployees, Affiliates; D. GU LLORY;
EDWARD MURRAY; RON ANCGELONE; JAMES S. G LMORE,
(I DOUGLAS W LDER; GEORGE F. ALLEN,
Gover nor,

Def endants - Appell ees.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Virginia, at Al exandria. Janmes C. Cacheris, Chief
District Judge. (CA-95-616-AM

Subm tted: Decenber 14, 1995 Deci ded: January 4, 1996

Bef ore ERVI N, Chi ef Judge, and W DENER and W LKINS, Circuit Judges.

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Benj am n Henderson Jones, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Benj am n Jones appeal s froma district court order di sm ssing
his conpl aint without prejudice for failure to anend and parti cu-
| ari ze his conplaint and denying his notions for default judgnent
and a tenporary restraining order. W dismss the appeal.

The district court's dism ssal order nmakes clear that Jones
may save his conplaint by anmendnment. Thus, this appeal of that

order is interlocutory. Dom no Sugar Corp. v. Sugar Wbrkers Local

293, 10 F. 3d 1064, 1067 (4th Cr. 1993). Regarding the portion of
the order denying Jones's request for a tenporary restraining
order, a request regarding facts unbound to the substance of the
initial conplaint, we find no extraordinary circunstances that

woul d nerit allow ng an interlocutory appeal. Virginiayv. Tenneco,

Inc., 538 F.2d 1026, 1029-30 (4th Cr. 1976).

Thus, we dismss Jones's appeal. W dispense with oral
argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d not

aid the decisional process.
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